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in the text adopted by Paul after the publica-
tion of his first edition, and several useful
maps and plans mostly based on Stoffel's
atlas. Lastly a somewhat novel feature of
the book is the insertion of portraits of
Caesar, the two Pompeys, father and son,
Antony, Lepidus and Cleopatra.

I add a word on one or two special points.
In iii. 48 Paul adheres to his qui conual-
ueranl ex uulneribus. The ordinary reader
may fail to perceive any cogent reason why
the particular root called chara should have
been discovered by men ' who had got well
of their wounds.' Many of the changes in
the text are perfectly needless ; to take one
instance out of many ttenturus esset for
uenissel in iii. 33. Had Paul forgotten the
story in i. 14? In the critical appendix on
iii. 69 § 4 oontenderent is given as the reading
of the MSS.; surely they all have confugerent.
In the ErMdrender Namenverzeichnits Mr.
Ellger expresses an opinion that the Cor-
nelius Balbus mentioned in iii. 19 § 6 was
Balbus minor. This may be so, but Velleius
ii. 51 clearly represents the uncle as the
hero of the incident, and if, as he says,

Balbus' conduct on that occasion showed a
daring ' almost beyond belief,' it is strange
that he should have been so ill-informed as
to attribute to the uncle a remarkable ex-
ploit performed by the nephew. If it was
the uncle this episode in his career seems to
have been overlooked by Prof. Reid and
Prof. Tyrrell who have both written a sketch
of his life.

In his preface Mr. Ellger makes the notice-
able remark that one of his objects in writing
an index of names so full of compressed
information was ' das auf unsern hohern
Schulen leider so sehr gesunkene Interesse
fur die alte Geschichte zu beleben.'

The maps are mostly taken from Stoffel.
I think it is wise of the editor in default of
further information and investigation -to
follow StofEel's views as to the site of the
battle of Pharsalus, for the various objections
to that view that have been so skifully re-
produced and reinforced by Dr. PoBtgate in
his recent edition of Lucan vii. do not seem
to me convincing.

A. G. PESKBTT.

KENYON'S GREEK PAPYRI.

The Palaeography of Greek Papyri, by FBB-
DERIC G. KENYON, M.A. Oxford, Clar-
endon Press, 1899. Pp. vi, 160. 10s. 6d.

THE volume before us is an expansion of a
dissertation for the Conington prize in
1897, and is an attempt to bring the limits
of palaeographical science into harmony with
the great increment of material for palaeo-
graphical judgment which has been furnished
by the excavations and researches of recent
years. The title of the book, by its limita-
tion on the one hand to Greek documents
and on the other to Egyptian materials,
betrays the expansion which has been going
on in the subject: writers on palaeography
are becoming content to take a single lan-
guage, a brief period, a definite material
as the ground of their researches; no better
evidence is required of the progress that is
being made in research into the history of
documents; palaeography in general, and
Greek palaeography, in particular, is advanc-
ing by leaps and bounds; one must have a
nimble wit, compounded of Atalanta's heels,
to keep level with its advance. I t need
scarcely be said that Mr. Kenyon does not

lag behind in his acquaintance with the
subject : he has taken his place long since
in the front rank of decipherers and palaeo-
graphical experts ; and the volume which
lies before us is only a small sheaf from the
harvest of his researches.

Mr. Kenyon points out in his opening
chapter that the science of Greek palaeo-
graphy, so far as relates to documents
written upon papyrus is a modern science.
It was unknown to Montfaucon, hardly
better known to Tischendorf. And the
judgments covered by these great names
need constant revision, when we reflect that
vellum-uncial hands are only a modification
of book-hands on papyrus caused by a change
in material. The prototype of the great
uncial MSS. can be clearly traced in the
papyrus hands of the first and second cen-
turies A.D. Similar statements may be
made with regard to the minuscule hands,
which were formerly treated as if they were
special inventions and had descended de eaelo
in scriptorium. The change in the theory
of origins has affected (more or less) the
whole chronology of existing MSS. on paper
and vellum : and even a document written
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on papyrus such as the London psalter, to
which Tischendorf used to attribute a fabu-
lous antiquity, can now be securely placed
at its proper rank in a row of dated
documents, some three centuries later
than the first student had reckoned it
(I suppose in the illusion that everything
written on papyrus must be old). In
the light of these and other changes
we are not surprised to find that Mr.
Kenyon re-opens the question of the dating
of the earliest MSS. on vellum, and asks
whether they may not be a couple of
hundred years earlier than they are com-
monly reckoned. The problem is an im-
portant one, because amongst the MSS. in
question are great uncial MSS. of the Bible.
How consoling, for example, it might be to
the spirit of Dr. Hort if his theory that the
texts of the Vatican and Sin&itic MSS.
' diverged from a point near the autographs,
and never came into contact subsequently '
were to be supported by a demonstration
that the actual MSS. were themselves a
century or two nearer to the autographs
than has commonly been supposed! Mr.
Kenyon, however, shows that this cannot
be the case, on account of the existence, in
the MSS. referred to, of matter of a subor-
dinate and accessory character which cannot
be carried further back than the days of
Eusebius and Athanasius. In making his
demonstration, Mr. Kenyon falls into a
curious blunder: he is speaking of the
Codex Sinaiticus and says that it ' has two
notes or colophons which contain references
to the library of Pamphilus at Caesarea—-
a library only formed at the beginning of
the fourth century.' A glance at the fac-
simile of these colophons would have shown
that they belong to the seventh century at
earliest, and have nothing to do with the
dating of the MSS., except one should be
arguing against a fanatic or charlatan like

Simonides who pretended to have written
the MS. himself.

There is one defect in the volume before
us which we should have been glad to see
rectified. The book is adorned with some
twenty excellent facsimile plates; but not
one of these is accompanied by a transcrip-
tion, in which respect the author has fallen
behind Montfaucon. How is a student, who
approaches the difficult subject of the
decipherment of the letters and ligatures in
a papyrus MS., to follow Mr. Kenyon's
excellent hints on the shapes of the letters
and their laws of change when he can with
difficulty find the letters for himself ? and
when he is confronted with the, at first
sight, very difficult interpretation of a non-
literary Ptolemaic hand, how is the student
to make either head or tail of a piece taken
out of an early official letter, cut down to
suit the size of Mr. Kenyon's book, and
printed sideways. He is told to observe
that it is a characteristic of this writing
that it has ' a horizontal line along the top
of the letters.' The beginner would never
guess which was the top, if it were not for
the addition of the printed words (' Official
Letter—B.C. 242 '). Suppose the student
makes a decipherment and wishes to verify;
how is he to do it 1 No reference seems to
be given in the context to any published
transcript, beyond the repeated statement
that it is ' part of a letter of the year 242
B.C.' Would it not have been better to have
been a little more diffuse 1 the letter-press
should tell the beginner why it is 242 B.C.,
and a transcription Should be given.

But this is not said in order to detract
from the value of the essay. I t takes its
place at once amongst the standard works
and books of reference on the subject, and
will do much to feed the flame of research
amongst students of all grades of acquaint-
ance therewith. J. RENDEL HARRIS.

BLASS'S GRAMMAR OF NEW TESTAMENT GREEK.

Grammar of New Testament Greek. By
FRIEDKRICH BLASS. Translated by H.
ST. JOHN THACKERAY. Pp. ix. 340.
Macmillan, 1898. 14s.

THE first question which has to be answered
by a reviewer in reference to any work sub-
mitted to him is, What right has this book
to exist? Does it add anything to the
previous stock of knowledge ? Does it put

what is already known into a more effective
shape or adapt it to a wider circle ? Or is
it a mere parasite, entirely dependent on the
work of others and intended simply to inter-
cept, in favour of new publishers or com-
pilers, the profits which had been hardly
won by the honest work of earlier writers %
In the present case there is no difficulty in
answering the question. Prof. Blass is a
rare example of one standing in the front


